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Application/Control Number: 09/465,236 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2661 

FINAL ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1. Claims 38, 2-4, 7, 39, 9-1 1, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent No. 6,463,414 (Su). 

Regarding claims 38 and 39, Su et a discloses a conference bridge processing of 
speech in a packet network environment including an apparatus for using a plurality of 
processors to support a media conference comprising : mixers elements in Fig. 2 
( mixing processor operable to mix input media information ) a plurality of participants 1, 
2, in Fig. 2 ( associated with two or more first participants) information being sent to 
participant 3 in Fig. 2 (to generate output media information for communication to a 
second participant ). 

A encoder 232 in Fig. 2 that is a media processor coupled to the mixing 
processor 3 ( a first media transformation processor coupled to the mixing processor ) 
, the encoder element receives output information from mixing processor in fig.2 ( said 
processor operable to receive the output media information from the mixing processor ) 
the encoded output being sent to a second participant ( to encode the output media 
information to generate an output data stream and to communicate the output data 
stream to the second participant's end-user device) . The media processor 232 and the 
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mixing processor 3 in Fig. 5 being separate components ( wherein the mixing 
processor and the first media processor being separate components) 

Regarding claims 2 and 9, Su discloses decoder 230 that is a media processor 
coupled to the mixing processor in fig. 2 (a second media transformation processor 
coupled to the mixing processor said second processor operable receiving data from 
first participant ( to receive an input data stream from a first participant's end-user 
device ) to input 210 in Fig. 2 ( to decode the input data stream ) said information 
associated with first participant 1 in Fig. 2( to generate input media information 
associated with the first participant and to communicate the input media information 
associated with the first participant ) . 

Decoder 230 is a media processor coupled to the mixing processor in fig. 2 ( and 
to communicate the input media information associated with the first participant to the 
mixing processor). 

Regarding claims 3 and 10, Su discloses a decoder 230 that receives input from 
first participant 1 in Fig.2 (said second processor operable to receive an input data 
stream from a first participant's end-user device ) decoding input 210 ( to decode the 
input data stream ) communicating information to second participant (to generate input 
media information associated with the first participant and to communicate the input 
media information associated with the second participant) and to communicate the input 
media information associated with the second participant to the mixing processor. 

Regarding claims 4 and 1 1 , Su discloses mixers 238 and 240 that receive input 
from first participant in Fig. 2 ( wherein said mixing processor is operable to receive an 
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input data stream from a first participant's end user device and to decode the input data 
stream to generate input media information associated with said first participant). 

Regarding claims 7 and 14, Su discloses a voice conference and media is voice, 
col 2 lines 12-16 ( wherein the conference is a voice conference ). 

2. Claims 40, 32-34, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by US patent No. 6,463,414 ( Su). 

Regarding claim 40, Su discloses a conference bridge processing of speech in a 
packet network environment including an apparatus for using a plurality of processors to 
support a media conference comprising :a plurality of end user devices 1 ,2,3,... .n in 
Fig.2 (a plurality of end user devices) coupled to a packet network 1 02 (i.e. coupled to 
a data network ) capable of generating media information, device shaving 
encode/decode means at the conference bridge ( and operable to generate media 
information to encode input media information to generate input data streams ), 
conference bridge 200 in Fig. 2 ( a conferencing device coupled to the data network) , 

Conference bridge includes decoders 230 and 234 in Fig. 2 ( the 
conferencing device comprising processors operable to decode input data stream to 
generate the input media information ),mixing elements 238 and 240 in Fig. 2 to mix 
media information (to mix the input media information to generate output data 
information ) and to encode the output data to generate output streams, end-user 
devices include encode/decode means ( wherein the end-user devices are further 
operable to receive the output data stream and to decode the output streams to 
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generate output media information) . The media processor 232 and the mixing 
processor 3 in Fig. 5 being separate components ( wherein the mixing processor and 
the first media processor being separate components) 

Regarding claim 32 Su discloses mixing elements 238, 240 and 242 in Fig. 2) 
( mixing processor operable to mix the input information to generate the output media 
information) 

Regarding claim 33, Su discloses one or more encoders 232 and 236 in Fig. 2 
( one or more transformation processors operable to decode the input data streams to 
generate input media information). 

Regarding claim 34, Su discloses coding techniques such as G.711, G.726, 
G.728 , G.729(A), and G.723.1 , col 4 line 17( a coding standard used by participant's 
end-use to encode input media information and to encode output media information). 

Regarding claim 37, Su discloses a voice conference, col 2 lines 12-16 and 
media is voice ( wherein the conference is a voice conference ). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 5,6,12, 13, 35,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. patent No. 6,463,414 (Su).in view of US patent No. 
5,841, 763( Leondires). 

Su did not specifically disclose said processors being separate as in claims 5 
12, and 35 , being DSP processors as in claims 6, 13 and 36. 

US patent No. 5,841 ,763( Leondires et al) discloses a conferencing device with 
separate processors ( separate processor in Fig. 3) , as in claim 5, 12 and 35; said 
processors are DSP (col 14 lines 51-60), as in claims 6, 13 and 36. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to provide the DSP means as disclosed in Leondires to the Su 
system with the motivation of obtaining a conferencing system equipped to service 
conferees that employ ITU standards wherein the number processing resources can be 
reduced 

Conclusion 
DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments filed on 6/29/05 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In regard to claims 38, 39, 40 Applicant argues that Su does not disclose , teach 
or suggest Applicant's claimed invention , because Su does not disclose separate 
processors as newly recited in all the above claims. Further, Applicant argues that 
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Examiner has several times , during the prosecution ., acknowledged that Su does not 
disclose separate processors. Applicant cites Office Action dated March 1, 2005. 
Examiner fully disagrees with the argument. When Examiner made such statement in 
the Office Action dated March 1 , 2005 Examiner was referring only to the DSP 
processors. Further clarification can be seen in the Advisory Action mailed 12/01/04 
where in Examiner indicated that Su discloses a separate first media processor and a 
separate mixing processor. Please refer to separate mixer 2 and separate media 
processor 232 in Fig. 5 of the Su reference. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 
Box AF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
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or faxed to: 

(571)273-8300 

.(for formal communications; please mark "EXPEDITED PROCEDURE", for informal or 
draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT" ) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 22- 20 th Street S, Crystal 

Plaza Two, Lobby, Room 1B03, Arlington , VA 22202 ( Customer window). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ricardo Pizarro whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3077. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 9:00 AM to 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571) 272-3088. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

August 26, 2005 
Ricardo Pizarro 





HASS 



